

Mr. jicLauiid C, Bcrksley, 3ditor 
Computers 

815 WaslBJife'toa 3t.»; 

Mevrtouville, i'lass. 02160 

Dear i4r, Berkeley, 

Hy letter of June 7 was baaed oa tilmt yours of dime 14 'siould. indica,te to be foolish 
assuaptlonss tlmit you intend ^rell aiid are reasonably intelligent. It was to aauticn you 
in an area where your i^orance is sfeotacal^. ->. .aGEme tliat you intend no ixaiia, if your 
publisher records lays no foundation for such an assumption. 

I did not call you a liar and I think you are too ignorant to know the tnuth on tiiis 
subject. I did iiot. charge you '.dth delibeintcfLy publishing deliberately false reports, . 
but i know of no case (and I do not get youi- publication) where you publislied anjithing 
original, with the name signed to it and not irrational on - the face of it. If I charged you 
with "not investigating thpioughly", I am in error, for I ,: havG no reason tp bolieve you ' 
did any investigation. What yoii have published :k± is entirely incompatible vrith it. . 

You are correct in saying I do not intend to give you anytliing. . Aside from the fact . 
that I would destroy my om credibility with -Hriting anj'-fcliing for you, and aside f rom the 
fact thatsriters can't exist this way, ^ .have serious intentions and what I write is books. 
Although it is jo secret that I am desparately broke, I am aware of no offer of any IdLnd 
of help from you. 

Your concluding paragrpali begins, " Fo r example, I have an elementary under s tending 
that President John F. Kennedy xms shot by more than one gunman (does the trad:ld owe you a 
bet for .this?) In Dealey Plaze. Yet your statement on the face of it asserts tlaat I 
cannot understand that", (Aroe you telling ms of those “'about' six confessions"?), 

I xfas trying to tell you in police langauage that you do hot know enou^ for the 
task you have undc.rt . ken, that none of those you have published know much more, tliat some 
are irrati-onal on this subject,: Kigardless of how fine tiiey are in other ways, and tiiat 
your coming association with Joesten is one in which the great damage you have already ; 
done to any credibility on this subject jeopardizies any remainiog willingiess to believe. 
% motive was based on the foolish aswruptions above, for I didn't believe tliat you intend 
the harm you have done, to erredibility or to ongoing investigations bu tihat, rgeaTQleGS of 
loftiness of motive, is little bett r than ysAat is legally plagiarism. But wheh you write 
such stupidities as what I iiave quoted, you"i.sk for language you can more readily cope with. 
In terms of your "elementary understanding" , I give it to you. You know that manna is not 
shit, therefore you shoulnd't say shit is manna, ^ou know that women are for fucking, hut 
you do not run around fucking every one you see. 

Shoemaker, return to your last -and stay with it. When at some point, if you live 
long enough, you come to realize 'sihat you have done, you'll find it impossible to live 
withaai yourself , You'll not be alone, but that will be little comfort. 

With sincerest disgust. 


Harold Weihberg 



